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Interview Summary 


Application No. 

10/015,834 


Appllcant(s) 

IRFAN ETAL 


Examiner 

Todd Ingberg 


Art Unit 

2193 





All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 

(1^ Toddlnabera . (3) . 

(2) J. B. Kraft , (4) . 

Date of Interview: 25 Mav 2005 . 

• Type: a)l3 Telephonic b)n Video Conference 

c)n Personal [copy given to: applicant 2)0 applicant's representative] 



Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)n Yes 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: . 



e)n No. 



Identification of prior art discussed: USPN 6.546.554 . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)l3 was reached, g)n was not reached. hO N/A. 

Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Sheet 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the ameridments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY 
FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See 
Summary of Record of Interview requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 




Examiners signature, if required 
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PTOL-413(Rev. 04-03) 



Interview Summary 



Paper No. 052505 



Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 

Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (IMPEP), Section 713.04, Substance of Interview IMust be Made of Record 

A complete written statement as to the substance of any face-to-face, video conference, or telephone Interview with regard to an application must be made of record in the 
application whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the Interview. 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1 .1 33 Interviews 
Paragraph (b) 

In every instance where reconsideration is requested in view of an interview wKh an examiner, a complete written statement of the reasons presented at the interview as 
warranting favorable action must be filed by the appTicant. An interview does not remove the necessity for reply to Office action as specified in §§ 1 .1 1 1 , 1 .135. (35 U.S.C. 132) 

37 CFR §1 .2 Business to be transacted in writing. 
All business with the Patent or Trademark Office should be transacted in writing. The personal attendance of applicants or their attorneys or agents at the Patent and 
Trademark Office is unnecessary. The action of the Patent and Trademark Office will be based exclusively on the written record in the Office. No attention will be paid to 
any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding in relation to which there is disagreement or doubt. 



The action of the Patent and Trademark Office cannot be based exclusively on the written record in the Office if that record is itself 
incomplete through the failure to record the substance of interviews. 

It is the responsibility of the applicant or the attorney or agent to make the substance of an Interview of record in the application file, unless 
the examiner indicates he or she will do so. It is the examiner's responsibility to see that such a record Is made and to correct material Inaccuracies 
which bear directly on the question of patentability. 

Examiners must complete an Interview Summary Form for each interview held where a matter of substance has been discussed during the 
interview by checking the appropriate boxes and filling in the blanks. Discussions regarding only procedural matters, directed solely to restriction 
requirements for which Interview recordation Is otherwise provided for In Section 812.01 of the Manual of Patent Examining Procedure, or pointing 
out typographical errors or unreadable script In Office actions or the like, are excluded from the interview recordation procedures below. Where the 
substance of an Interview Is completely recorded In an Examiners Amendment, no separate Interview Summary Record Is required. 

The Interview Summary Form shall be given an appropriate Paper No., placed in the right hand portion of the file, and listed on the 
"Contents" section of the file wrapper. In a personal interview, a duplicate of the Form Is given to the applicant (or attorney or agent) at the 
conclusion of the Interview. In the case of a telephone or video-conference Interview, the copy Is mailed to the applicant's correspondence address 
either with or prior to the next official communication. If additional correspondence from the examiner is not likely before an allowance or if other 
circumstances dictate, the Form should be mailed promptly after the interview rather than with the next cfRcial communication. 

The Form provides for recordation of the following Information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of partlclpant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, etc.) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

- An indication whether an agreement was reached and if so, a description of the general nature of the agreement (may be by 
attachment of a copy of amendments or claims agreed as being allowable). Note: Agreement as to allowability is tentative and does 
not restrict further action by the examiner to the contrary. 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the Interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

It Is desirable that the examiner orally remind the applicant of his or her obligation to record the substance of the interview of each case. It 
should be noted, however, that the Interview Summary Form will not normally be considered a complete and proper recordation of the interview 
unless it includes, or is supplemented by the applicant or the examiner to Include, all of the applicable items required below concerning the 
substance of the interview. 

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable items: 

1 ) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted, 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed, 

4) an identification of the principal proposed amendments of a substantive nature discussed, unless these are already described on the 
interview Summary Form completed by the Examiner, 

5) a brief identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner, 

(The identification of arguments need not be lengthy or elaborate. A verbatim or highly detailed description of the arguments is not 
required. The identification of the arguments is sufficient if the general nature or thrust of the principal arguments made to the 
examiner can be understood in the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant may desire to emphasize and fully 
describe those arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner.) 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed, and 

7) if appropriate, the general results or outcome of the interview unless already described in the Interview Summary Form completed by 
the examiner. 

Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicant's record of the substance of an interview. If the record is not complete and 
accurate, the examiner will give the applicant an extendable one month time period to correct the record. 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

If the claims are allowable for other reasons of record, the examiner should send a letter setting forth the examiner's version of the 
statement attributed to him or her. If the record is complete and accurate, the examiner should place the indication, "Interview Record OK" on the 
paper recording the substance of the interview along with the date and the examiner's initials. 
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Applicant made two very good points about the invention and prior art used in the office 

action. 

1 . The Installation program is located at the Server. The reference shows the Helper program 
which installs at the client. How the Helper program got to the cUent will need fiirther reading of 
the prior art by the Examiner to determine if the reference makes a specific reference to how the 
Helper made it to the cUent. 

2. The second point in view of the first point solidifies the importance of how the install program 
reaches the client. The point was made that the install program at the server is only downloaded 
if it is not already on the client. 

TODDINQBERG 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 
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PATENT 

10/015.834 : 
IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OEPilCE 



Ih re application of: 

syed B. Irfan et al. 
Serial No: 10/015.834 
Filedi 12/13/01 
Title? DISTRIBUTING COMPUTER 
PROGRAMS TO A CUSTOMER'S 
MULTIPLE CLIENT COMPUTERS 
TjiROUGH A HYPERTEXT MARKUP 
LANGUAGE DOCUMENT DISTRIBUtED 

TO an6 stored on the 

CUSTOMER'S NETWORK SERVER 
COMPUTER 
Djate : ' 



Group Art Unit: 21193 
Examiner: Todd inberg 
Intellectual Propdrty 
Law Department - 41054 
International Business 
Machines Corporatijon 

i 

11400 Burnet Road j 
Austin, Texas 787|58 
Customer No. 32,329 
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Cbmmltsioner far P^n^n^g 
PLO. fiox 14 SQ 
dria. VA 



TELEPHONE INTERVIEW AGENDA | 

At the Interview scheduled for 2 PM EDT the afternoon . 
ok May 25, 2005. I will offer the following agenddi 

New claims 28, 29. and 30 will be added to respectively 
pjresent allowed claims 6. 14 , and 22 in independeriti form, 
a^d to replace these cancelled dependent claims. Tjhese 
claimp and claims 7, 8, 15, 16, 23, and 24 which I 
respectively depend from these allowed independent iclaims 
. ajre nbw in condition for allowance. I 

Schmidt et al, (US6, 546 , 554) is not an anticipatory 
reference under 35 USC 102.: In order to reject under 35- U^C 
102. the reference must teach every element of the ; invention 
wjithopt modification. Schmidt does not do this, the key to 
tjhe pjresent invention is the use of a Hypertext Mai^kup 

7^S20bl0966USl .1 
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PATENT 

10/015.834 Cp 

• i . (D 1 

Lpgudge dOCVment e.g. Web .document which has embec^ed Itt 
Xh^ document program applets f or acceas l no appllcadion ' 
PtQqx^S ^nd embediec^ applats for aecegslno a proarjam for <; 
j„tl3talllno the anpllcatln n programs. Schmi.dt doed hot ~ 
discldse any HTML Web documents containing both apjilets forO^ 
apces8lng application programs and installation probrams foS^ 
tjie afi>plication programs. At best the HTiViL documenlt 
tjransmitted from server to client in Schmidt only c,bntain8 ;0 
ap applet for accessing the application program, "dhis is ^ 
nbt teaching every element of the invention without ' 
mpdiflcation as required by 35 U.S.C. 102, 



Rfespe<*tfully submitted. 




^ — Applicants 

i Registration No. 19,226 
■ (512) 473-2303 



PLEASE HklL ALL CORRESPONDENCE TOt 
David A. Mime 
IPLaw Dept. > IMAD 4 OS 4 
IBM Corporation 
11400 Burnet Road 
Austin, Texas 78758 
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